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Abstract
Two mapping methods to study magnetic field lines near the separatrix of poloidal divertor tokamaks in the
presence of external non-axisymmetric magnetic perturbations are proposed. The first mapping method is based
on the Hamiltonian formulation of field line equations in the Boozer coordinates and solving it by the canonical
transformation of variables (Abdullaev et al 1999 Phys. Plasmas 6 153). The second mapping is a canonical mapping
near the separatrix which is constructed using the recently developed method (Abdullaev 2004 Phys. Rev. E 70
064202, Abdullaev 2005 Phys. Rev. E 72 064202). We construct the corresponding mappings for magnetic field
lines in divertor tokamaks in the presence of non-axisymmetric magnetic perturbations. The mappings are applied
to study the properties of open stochastic field lines near the separatrix for the wire model of the plasma. Poincare´
sections, the so-called laminar and magnetic footprint plot (a contour plot of wall to wall connections lengths) in the
plasma region and on the divertor plates are obtained. The quasilinear diffusion coefficients of field lines are also
estimated.
PACS numbers: 52.55.Dy, 52.55.Fa, 05.45.Ac, 45.20.Jj
(Some figures in this article are in colour only in the electronic version)
1. Introduction
Poloidal divertor tokamaks are an important concept of the
magnetic confinement of plasma (see [1]). The magnetic
configuration of these tokamaks contains a magnetic surface
(a magnetic separatrix) sharply separating closed field lines
on nested magnetic surfaces from open field lines hitting
the walls of fusion device. It has one (or two) singular
points, X-points, on the poloidal section where the poloidal
components of the magnetic field are zeros. A schematic
view of the so-called single-null poloidal divertor is shown
in figure 1. Such configurations of the magnetic field are
created by one or two external current coils parallel to the
plasma current, respectively. Magnetic fusion devices with
a poloidal divertor provide an improved energy confinement
of the plasma and divert particles and heat efficiently into
divertor plates in a special volume, from where they are
pumped away. The future international thermonuclear
experimental reactor (ITER) is designed as a poloidal divertor
tokamak.
Magnetic field lines in such a magnetic configuration are
described by the Hamiltonian system with hyperbolic fixed
points. The magnetic separatrix and the X-points correspond to
the separatrices and the hyperbolic saddle points, respectively.
Typically any small non-axisymmetric magnetic perturbations
Plasma
Divertor plates
X-point
Separatrix
Open 
field lines
Closed 
field lines
Figure 1. Schematic view of a magnetic configuration in a poloidal
single-null divertor tokamak.
destroy the magnetic separatrix replacing it by the stochastic
layer of field lines.
The nature of these magnetic perturbations may range
from magnetic fluctuations produced by plasma instabilities,
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field errors, etc. In present day tokamaks one uses
specially created external magnetic fields to null the magnetic
perturbation caused by magneto hydrodynamic instabilities.
Typically, magnitudes of magnetic perturbation fields are
small. For instance, the amplitudes of the error field
are δB/B0 ≈ 10−4 (see, e.g. [2]). Determinations of the
structure of the stochastic layer and the pattern of magnetic
footprints on the divertor plates are important issues in the
understanding of particles and energy deposition in tokamak
fusion devices [2–5]. The study of the stochastic layer near
the separatrix also becomes important in the light of recent
experiments in the DIII-D tokamak on the suppression of large
edge-localized modes in high confinement (H-mode) plasmas
affected by applied edge resonant magnetic perturbation [6].
In the early theoretical works in [3, 7, 8] the effect of
magnetic perturbations on divertor separatrix has been studied
by employing the Chirikov overlapping criteria to estimate the
width of the stochastic layer in the absence of divertor plates.
Direct numerical integration of the equations of field lines in
the DIII-D tokamak in the presence of field irregularities has
been performed in [9]. The effect of magnetic perturbations
created by special coils in this tokamak has been analysed in [5]
(see also references therein) using a numerical code which
takes into account a real magnetic geometry of the system.
‘Wire’ models have been used in [2, 4] to study the effect of
magnetic field errors on the formation of the stochastic layer
near the magnetic separatrix and magnetic footprints on the
divertor plates.
Mapping approaches to study magnetic field lines near
the separatrix in divertor tokamaks have been developed
in [10–19]. The mappings are computationally efficient
and they run much faster than the numerical integration of
field line equations. In [10–15] the simple mapping models,
called tokamak divertor maps, are proposed to describe
the field lines in poloidal divertor tokamaks. These area-
preserving maps are simple algebraic difference equations.
They allow us to study generic features of the structure of
field lines near X-points and the magnetic footprints affected
by asymmetric magnetic perturbations. However, since these
simple maps are not deduced from the field line equations it is
not clear how parameters of maps are related to the magnetic
field configuration. It makes it difficult to apply these maps
to analyze the magnetic structure of real poloidal divertor
tokamaks.
A separatrix mapping approach to estimate the width of
the stochastic layer formed near the magnetic separatrix has
been considered in [16]. The author following [20] derived
the separatrix map for field lines near the magnetic separatrix
in a single null poloidal divertor tokamak. This separatrix
map allowed us to plot the structure of the stochastic layer and
estimate its width. In [17–19] the separatrix mapping method
has been generalized to describe the field line near the X-points
and on the divertor plates. The method of construction of the
separatrix mapping from the equations of field lines in poloidal
divertor tokamaks with arbitrary magnetic configuration has
been proposed. It allowed us to obtain not only the structure
of the stochastic layer but also the magnetic footprint patterns
on the divertor plates.
Below we present two mapping methods to study
stochastic field lines in poloidal divertor tokamaks in
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Figure 2. Geometry of a toroidal system.
the presence of non-axisymmetric magnetic perturbations.
The method is based on the Hamiltonian formulation of
field line equations in the Boozer coordinates and their
mapping solutions obtained by canonical transformation
of variables [25–27]. This method has been previously
successfully applied to study the magnetic structure in
the TEXTOR-DED [28] in a number of theoretical and
experimental works [29–31, 39]. Other computationally
effective mappings are canonical mappings near the separatrix.
The method of construction of these mappings is given
in [21, 22]. In this work we apply this method to study field
lines near the magnetic separatrix.
The content of the work is as follows. In section 2
we recall the Hamiltonian formulation of field line equations
and the generic properties of field lines near the separatrix
in the absence and the presence of magnetic perturbations.
Two mapping approaches to study field lines are presented in
section 3. The wire model of the plasma and the application
of mapping methods to this model are described in section 4.
We study, particularly the structure of the stochastic layer of
field lines near the separatrix by plotting Poincare´ sections of
field lines, laminar plots and magnetic footprints.
2. Field line equations near the separatrix
Consider a cylindrical coordinate system shown in figure 2.
The equations of magnetic field lines in this system are
1
R
dZ
dϕ
= BZ
Bϕ
,
1
R
dR
dϕ
= BR
Bϕ
. (1)
The magnetic field B can be presented through the vector
potential A(R,Z, ϕ) = (AR,Aϕ,AZ): B = ∇ × A. Because
of the gauge invariance of the vector potential one can always
choose AR = 0. Then one can express the magnetic field
through the components of the vector potential
BR = 1
R
∂AZ
∂ϕ
− ∂Aϕ
∂Z
, Bϕ = −∂AZ
∂R
, BZ = 1
R
∂RAϕ
∂R
.
(2)
The AZ component of the vector potential determines
the main toroidal component of the magnetic field Bϕ which
typically decays inverse proportional to the radial coordinate
R: Bϕ ∝ R−1. In typical plasmas the deviation of the toroidal
field Bϕ from this law due to, for instance, a diamagnetic
current, is small. For this reason one can neglect a dependence
of AZ on the Z coordinate and the toroidal angle ϕ. We
introduce canonical variables (z, pz) of Hamiltonian system
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related to the geometrical coordinate (R,Z) and the magnetic
field, B, according to
z = Z
R0
, pz = 1
B0R0
∫ R
R0
Bϕ dR = −Az(R) − Az(R0)
B0R0
.
(3)
Then the equations for field lines (1) can be transformed to the
Hamiltonian form
dz
dϕ
= ∂H
∂pz
,
dpz
dϕ
= −∂H
∂z
. (4)
The variables (z, pz) are canonical coordinate and momentum,
the toroidal angle ϕ plays the role of a time-like independent
variable and the Hamiltonian function H is determined by the
normalized ϕ-component of the vector potential
H ≡ H(z, pz, ϕ) = − RAϕ
B0R
2
0
. (5)
2.1. Field lines in equilibrium plasmas
Consider the unperturbed case when the magnetic field
is homogeneous along the toroidal angle ϕ: Aϕ =
Aϕ(R,Z). The magnetic surfaces then are determined by
a contour line of RAϕ(R,Z) = const. The field line
equations are determined by the unperturbed Hamiltonian
H0(z, pz) = −R(pz)Aϕ(R(pz), R0z)/R20B0. The toroidal
flux ψ , normalized to R20B0, and the safety factor q(H) on the
magnetic surface H = H0(z, pz) determined from the field
line equations are given by
ψ(H) = 1
2π
∫
C
pz(z,H) dz,
q(H) = ϕ
2π
=
∫
C
dz
∂H/∂pz
,
(6)
where the integral is taken along the closed contour C of
H = H0(z, pz) = const. From equations (6) it follows that
H = H(ψ) and
dH
dψ
= 1/q(ψ). (7)
The field lines, z(ϕ), pz(ϕ), on each magnetic surface H or ψ ,
can be presented in terms of independent variables ψ and the
so-called poloidal angle, ϑ :
z = z(ψ, ϑ), pz = pz(ψ, ϑ), (8)
where z(ψ, ϑ), pz(ψ, ϑ) are 2π -periodic functions of poloidal
angle ϑ : z(ψ, ϑ) = z(ψ, ϑ + 2π), pz(ψ, ϑ) = pz(ψ, ϑ + 2π).
The poloidal angle ϑ is a linear function of the toroidal angle
ϕ: ϑ = ϕ/q(ψ) + ϑ0.
According to (2) the X-points (Rs, Zs), i.e. the nulls of the
poloidal field (BR,BZ), on the poloidal section correspond to
the hyperbolic fixed points (zs, ps) of the Hamiltonian system
(4) where
dz
dϕ
= ∂H0
∂pz
= 0, dpz
dϕ
= −∂H0
∂z
= 0. (9)
In single-null divertor tokamaks there is only one X-point
connecting with itself by the homoclinic orbit on the separatrix.
X-point
(zs,ps)
pz
z
η
ξ
α
Figure 3. Field lines near the X-point.
In the double-null divertor tokamaks there are two X-points
and they are connected with two heteroclinic orbits on the two
separatrices, respectively (see figure 1).
Consider field lines near the X-point (see figure 3). The
unperturbed HamiltonianH0(z, pz) can be expanded in a series
of powers of (z − zs), (pz − ps) near the X-points:
H0(z, pz) = H0(zs, ps) + 12Hzz(z − zs)
2
+Hzp(z − zs)(pz − ps) + 12Hpp(pz − ps)
2
+O[(z − zs)3, (pz − ps)3], (10)
where Hzz, Hzp and Hpp are second derivatives of H0, i.e.
∂2H0/∂z
2
, ∂2H0/∂z∂p, ∂
2H0/∂p
2
, taken at the hyperbolic
fixed point z = zs, p = ps . By the linear transformation
of the variable (see figure 3)
ξ = (z − zs) cosα + (pz − ps) sin α,
η = −(z − zs) sin α + (pz − ps) cosα,
the Hamiltonian (10) can be diagonalized:
H0(z, pz) = H0(zs, ps) − |λ1|2 ξ
2 +
λ2
2
η2 + O(ξ 3, η3), (11)
where λ1, λ2,
(λ1, λ2) = Hzz + Hpp2 ±
√
(Hzz − Hpp)2
4
+ H 2zp. (12)
(λ1 < 0, λ2 > 0) are the eigenvalues of the matrix(
Hzz Hzp
Hzp Hpp
)
.
The angle α is determined by tan 2α = Hzp/(Hpp − Hzz).
We introduce the relative poloidal magnetic flux h:
h = H0(z, pz) − H0(zs, ps). (13)
For the closed magnetic field lines the relative flux is negative,
h < 0, and for the open field lines it is positive, h > 0.
At the separatrices, h = 0 (see figure 1). A behaviour of
field lines near the separatrix and the X-points is generic (see,
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e.g. [18]). In particular, the safety factor q(h) has the following
asymptotics:
q(h) = 1
2πγ
ln
Q
|h| + O(h), |h| → 0, (14)
where γ is a parameter determined by the expansion parameter
λ1, and λ2 in (11): γ =
√|λ1λ2|, and Q is a positive
constant. Unperturbed field line trajectories lie on the magnetic
surfaces of constant h and they can be presented in the form
(R,Z) = R(ϕ;h), Z(ϕ;h).
The increment of toroidal angle ϕ along the field lines
near the X-point also has universal behaviour. We calculate,
for instance, ϕ along field lines from the axis ξ at η = 0 (or
from the axis η at ξ = 0) to the line η = const (ξ = const).
Using the field line equations near the X-point
dξ
dϕ
= λ2η, dηdϕ = λ1ξ
and the relation η =
√
2h + |λ1|ξ 2/
√
λ2, we have
ϕ = 1√
λ2
∫ ξ
ξ0
dx√
2h + |λ1|x2
= 1
γ
ln
(
ξ
b
+
√
ξ 2
b2
+ p
)
.
(15)
Here ξ0 = 0, p = 1 for h > 0 and ξ0 = b, p = −1 for h < 0,
where b = √2|h|/|λ1|. At the limit |h| → 0 this integral has
the following asymptotics
ϕ ≈ 1
γ
ln
2ξ
ξ0
= 1
2γ
ln
2λ1ξ 2
|h| .
2.2. Magnetic perturbations and formation of stochastic
layer near the separatrix
Suppose that the magnetic perturbations are described by the
toroidal component of the vector potential A(per)ϕ (R,Z, ϕ)
which represented in the form Fourier series:
A(per)ϕ (R,Z, ϕ) = 
B0R
2
0
R
∑
n
An(R,Z) cos(nϕ + χn), (16)
where n is the toroidal mode number,  = max|A(per)ϕ |/B0R0
is the dimensionless perturbation parameter. Using the
expansion (16) we present the perturbed Hamiltonian
H1(z, pz, ϕ) in the form
H1(z, pz, ϕ) =
∑
n
Hn(z, pz) cos(nϕ + χn), (17)
where Hn(z, pz) = −An(R(pz), R0z).
In the presence of perturbations it is convenient to present
the Hamiltonian equations of field lines (4) in the Boozer
coordinates, i.e. toroidal flux, ψ , and poloidal angle, ϑ :
dϑ
dϕ
= ∂H
∂ψ
,
dψ
dϕ
= −∂H
∂ϑ
, (18)
In these coordinates the magnetic field B can be written in the
Clebsch form, B = ∇ψ × ∇ϑ + ∇ϕ × H . The Hamiltonian
can be presented as a sum:
H(ψ, ϑ, ϕ) = H0(ψ) + H1(ψ, ϑ, ϕ), (19)
where the unperturbed Hamiltonian,
H0(ψ) =
∫ dψ
q(ψ)
, (20)
describes field lines of equilibrium plasmas, while H1(ψ, ϑ, ϕ) ≡
H1(z(ψ, ϑ), pz(ψ, ϑ), ϕ) corresponds to the perturbation,
which can be expanded in Fourier series in the poloidal an-
gle, ϑ , and the toroidal angle, ϕ:
H1(ψ, ϑ, ϕ) =
∑
mn
Hmn(ψ) cos(mϑ − nϕ + χmn). (21)
The Fourier components Hmn(ψ) correspond to the
amplitudes of (m, n)-resonant magnetic perturbations which
are responsible for the destruction of magnetic surfaces ψmn
with rational values of the safety factor, i.e. q(ψmn) = m/n,
and formation of chain magnetic islands. The width of islands
measured in a toroidal flux, ψ , is given by (see, e.g. [23])
Wmn = 4q(ψmn)
∣∣∣∣Hmn(ψmn)dq/dψ
∣∣∣∣
1/2
. (22)
In the presence of non-axisymmetric perturbations (16)
the magnetic separatrices are destroyed [20,23]. The field lines
with the initial coordinates located within a certain distance
from the separatrix become chaotic. These field lines are not
confined in the plasma region, and they leave the plasma region
hitting the divertor plates after a certain number of poloidal
turns.
The width of the stochastic layer formed near the
separatrix can be qualitatively estimated using Chirikov’s
criteria of overlapping of neighbouring magnetic islands. For
this purpose it is convenient to use h variable (13) instead of ψ .
Resonant magnetic surfaces, hmn, defined by q(hmn) = m/n,
near the separatrix become dense, i.e. the distance between
neighbouring resonant magnetic surfaces, δh = |hm+1,n−hmn|,
goes to zero with an increase in the poloidal mode number
m, or equivalently with a decrease in |h|. Indeed, using the
asymptotics of the safety factor near the separatrix (14) one
obtains
δh = 2πγ
n
|hmn|, hmn = −Q exp
(
−2πγm
n
)
.(23)
At the same time the width of the (m, n)− magnetic island
in h variable is equal to h = Wmn/q(hmn), where Wmn
is defined by equation (22). According to Chirikov (see,
[20]) the stochastic motion occurs when the distance between
neighbouring islands becomes smaller than widths of islands,
i.e.
σ(h) =
(
h
δh
)2
= 8n
2|Hmn|q(h)
πγ |h|  1. (24)
Condition (24) is satisfied for the motion near the separatrix
with |h| < hc, where hc is the boundary value of the stochastic
layer determined by the equation, σ(hc) ∼ 1. A more detailed
study of the boundary value will be given in section 4 for the
wire model of the plasma.
The quantitative determination of the stochastic layer and
its properties can be performed by the integration of field line
equation (18). The mapping methods to study this problem
will be considered in the next section.
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3. Mapping approaches
We describe below two methods to study chaotic field lines near
the destroyed separatrix. The first mapping method described
in [25–27] allows one to effectively construct Poincare´ sections
of field lines on poloidal cross sections of the torus. This
method has been successfully applied to study the magnetic
structure of the dynamic ergodic divertor of the TEXTOR
(see [28–32]). The second mapping approach, the separatrix
mapping, is the most effective for constructing Poincare´
sections on the planes along the toroidal axis which cross
the X-points. Both methods are computationally efficient for
studying the structure of the stochastic layer and to obtain
magnetic footprints on divertor plates.
3.1. Iterative mapping
In this mapping method the integration of the Hamiltonian
system (18) with a small time-step integration is replaced
by return mappings of variables (ϑ, ψ) to a certain poloidal
section of the torusϕ = ϕk . We define below a mapping of field
lines in a toroidal system. Let (ϑk, ψk) be the poloidal angle
and the toroidal flux at the poloidal sectionsϕ = ϕk = 2πk/N ,
(k = 0,±1,±2, . . .), where N  1 is an integer number. The
iterative map is defined as
(ϑk+1, ψk+1) = Mˆ(ϑk, ψk), (25)
which relates the variables (ϑ,ψ) at the successive sections
ϕk and ϕk+1. Then the map (Mˆ)N defines the Poincare´ return
map. The flux-preserving property of the mapping (25) is
expressed by ∣∣∣∣∂(ϑk+1, ψk+1)∂(ϑk, ψk)
∣∣∣∣ = 1. (26)
The general form of the mapping (25) for the Hamiltonian
system (19)–(21) is derived in [26] (see also [27]). In the first
order of perturbation amplitude  it has the following flux-
preserving form:
k = ψk −  ∂S
(k)
∂ϑk
, k = ϑk +  ∂S
(k)
∂k
,
k+1 = k, ¯k = k + ϕk+1 − ϕk
q(k)
, (27)
ψk+1 = k+1 +  ∂S
(k+1)
∂ϑk+1
, ϑk+1 = ¯k −  ∂S
(k+1)
∂k+1
,
where S(k) ≡ S(ϑk,k) is the value of the generating function
S(ϑ,, ϕ, ϕ0; ) taken at sections ϕ = ϕk , i.e. S(ϑk,k) =
S(ϑk,k, ϕk, ϕ0; ):
S(ϑ,, ϕ, ϕ0) = −(ϕ − ϕ0)
∑
m,n
Hmn()
× [a(xmn) sin(mϑ − nϕ + χmn)
+ b(xmn) cos(mϑ − nϕ + χmn)], (28)
where
a(x) = 1 − cos x
x
, b(x) = sin x
x
,
xmn =
(
m
q()
− n
)
(ϕ − ϕ0).
The free parameter ϕ0 lies in the interval ϕk  ϕ0  ϕk+1.
The mapping method requires the knowledge of the
safety factor q(ψ) and Fourier coefficients Hmn(ψ) of
the perturbation Hamiltonian (21). In realistic magnetic
configurations analytical determination of these functions is
extremely difficult. For this reason we have used the following
method of numerical interpolations of these quantities from
the pre-calculated values of q(ψ) and Hmn(ψ) on a grid of
magnetic fluxes ψ : ψi = iψ , (i = 1, . . . , Nψ ) by the
numerical integration of the equations of field lines (4). To
evaluate the functions q(ψ), Hmn(ψ) for the arbitrary values
of ψ the cubic splines of their pre-calculated values q(ψi),
Hmn(ψi) are employed.
In order to display the orbits in real space coordinates
x = (R,Z) the relations of these coordinates with the
variables (ψ, ϑ) are also found by the numerical integration
of the equations of field lines in the absence of magnetic
perturbations. These relationships are presented in the form of
Fourier series
z =
∑
m
(z(s)m (ψ) sin mϑ + z(c)m (ψ) cosmϑ),
pz =
∑
m
(p(s)zm(ψ) sin mϑ + p(c)zm(ψ) cosmϑ).
(29)
The Fourier coefficients z(s)m (ψ), . . . , p(c)m (ψ) and αm(ψ) can
also be calculated numerically for the same grid coordinates
of ψ , and their values for arbitrary ψ are interpolated by the
cubic splines.
This mapping method will be applied to study field lines
near the separatrix for the three-wire model in section 4.
3.2. Separatrix map
In this section we describe another method of construction
of mappings near the separatrix proposed in [21, 22]. Let
(ϕk, hk) be values of the toroidal angle, ϕ, and the relative
poloidal flux, h, at the crossing point of field line with a certain
toroidal section . It is convenient to define these sections
(s) near the X-points where field lines stay longer. In order
to determine magnetic footprints we should also construct
mappings to sections coinciding with the divertor plates (d ).
The locations of these sections on the poloidal plane and
the magnetic configuration of systems in the absence of the
divertor plates are shown in figure 4 in the case of the single-
null divertor tokamak. In this case there is one X-point and
two homoclinic saddle–saddle connections, Cp and Cc, on the
plasma and coil regions, respectively (see figure 4).
According to definitions given in [21], the cross section
s consists of two stripes (segments in the poloidal (R,Z)-
plane) along the ξ and η axes transversely crossing each other
along the X-line (at the X-point on the (R,Z)-plane). The
unperturbed field lines cross these stripes transversely (see
figure 3).
We study the perturbed field lines near the separatrix. Let
(ϕk, hk) be the toroidal angle, ϕ and the poloidal flux, h, at the
kth crossing point of the field lines with the cross section s .
Our aim is to construct the mapping
(ϕk+1, hk+1) = Mˆ(ϕk, hk), (30)
connecting two consecutive crossing points of field line at the
section(s) s .
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Figure 4. Geometry of the separatrix map in a single null poloidal
divertor tokamak. The solid curves describe perturbed field lines
and the dashed curves describe the unperturbed separatrix.
In the case of the single-null divertor there are two
mappings Mˆ(j), j = (p, c) (30) along the separatrices Cp
and Cc in the plasma and coil regions, respectively, which
completely determine the dynamics of the perturbed field lines
near the separatrix (see figure 4)).
According to results obtained in [21] for the Hamiltonian
system H0(z, pz) in the presence of perturbation (17) the
mapping along the j th saddle–saddle connection is given by
hk+1 = hk ∓ F (±)(ϕk, hk+1, hk),
ϕk+1 = ϕk ± π
[
q(j)(hk) + q
(j)(hk+1)
]± G(±)(ϕk, hk+1, hk),
(31)
where
F (±)(ϕk, hk+1, hk) =
∑
n
n(Kn(hk+1) sin (±)n (ϕk, hk)
+ Ln(hk) cos
(±)
n (ϕk, hk)),
G(±)(ϕk, hk+1, hk) = −
∑
n
(
dKn(hk+1)
dhk+1
cos(±)n (ϕk, hk)
− dLn(hk+1)
dhk+1
sin (±)n (ϕk, hk)
)
,
(32)
(±)n (ϕk, hk) = n(ϕk ± πq(j)(hk)) + χn, (33)
In equations (31)–(33) the positive sign (+) corresponds to
the forward map, i.e. along the positive direction of the
toroidal angle ϕ, and the negative sign (−) corresponds to
the backward map, i.e. along the negative direction of the
toroidal angle ϕ. The mapping (31) is a flux-preserving, i.e.
det|∂(hk+1, ϕk+1)/∂(hk, ϕk)| = 1. It is also invariant with
respect to the time reversing transformation, k ↔ k + 1.
The effective safety factor q(j)(h) near the j th saddle–
saddle connection is given by
q(j)(h) = 1
2π
∫
C(j)
dz
∂H0/∂pz
, (34)
where the integral is taken along the contour C(j) of H =
H0(z, pz) = const connecting the sections s . In the single-
null divertor and in the coil regions in the double-null divertor
it coincides with the safety factor (6). Near the separatrix
the safety factors q(j)(h) have the universal asymptotics of
type (14) with the same parameter γ but different constant
parameters Q = Qj corresponding to the different contours
C(j).
The coefficients Kn(h), Ln(h) are the Melnikov type
integrals
Rn(h) = Kn(h) + iLn(h) =
∫ πq(h)
−πq(h)
Vn(h, τ )e
inτ dτ, (35)
taken over the functions V (j)n (h, τ ) ≡ Hn(z(j)(h, ϕ − ϕ0),
p
(j)
z (h, ϕ − ϕ0)) along the unperturbed field lines near the j th
separatrix. Ath = 0 the integral is taken along the unperturbed
separatrix and it corresponds to the Melnikov integral [24].
As was shown in [22] the integrals Rn(h) can be presented
as a sum of regular, R(reg)n (h), and oscillatory, R(osc)n (h),
parts, i.e.
Rn(h) = R(reg)n (h) + R(osc)n (h). (36)
The regular part, R(reg)n (h), is a smooth function of the relative
poloidal flux h. The oscillatory part, R(osc)n (h), is a rapidly
oscillating function of h, with a local period of oscillations.
The zeros of R(reg)n (h), i.e. R(reg)n (hmn) = 0, coincide with
the resonant poloidal fluxes of primary resonances, q(hmn) =
m/n. Since field lines are mostly affected near the primary
resonances where oscillatory terms of the integrals Rn(h)
vanish, we can retain only the smooth regular parts R(reg)n (h)
(see [22]).
Further for the very thin stochastic layer near the separatrix
the mapping (31) can be simplified by replacing the integrals
Kn(h), Ln(h) by their values Kn(0), Ln(0) at the separatrix
h = 0.
K(j)n (0) =
∫ ∞
−∞
V (j)n (0, τ ) cos(nτ) dτ,
L(j)n (0) =
∫ ∞
−∞
V (j)n (0, τ ) sin(nτ) dτ.
(37)
Then we obtain the mapping along the j th saddle–saddle
connection:
hk+1 = hk ∓ 
∑
n
n(K(j)n (0) sin[n(ϕk ± πq(j)(hk)) + χn]
+ L(j)n (0) cos[n(ϕk ± πq(j)(hk)) + χn]),
ϕk+1 = ϕk ± π [q(j)(hk) + q(j)(hk+1)].
(38)
The set of mappings Mˆ(j) given by equations (31) and (38)
completely describe perturbed field lines near the separatrices
of magnetic system. They are determined only by the safety
factors q(j)(h) (34) and the Melnikov type integrals K(j)n (h),
L
(j)
n (h) (35), (37).
3.3. Mappings to the divertor plates
To determine magnetic footprints on divertor plates we need
to construct the mapping of field lines from sections s to the
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divertor sections d . Since these sections are located close to
the X-point it takes for field lines less than half of the poloidal
turns to reach the divertor plate from section s . These field
lines can be traced along unperturbed field lines starting from
its coordinates (ϕk, hk) at s until they reach the divertor plate
d . Let (ϕd, hd ) be the toroidal angle and the relative poloidal
on the divertor plate. Then the map (ϕk, hk) → (ϕd, hd ) is
given by
hd = hk, ϕd = ϕk + ϕ(hk), (39)
where ϕ(h) is the increment of the toroidal angle ϕ necessary
to reach the plate d along the unperturbed field lines on the
magnetic surface of constant h = h(z, pz). If the divertor plate
d is sufficiently close to the X-point the quantity ϕ(h) can
be estimated by equation (15).
Magnetic footprints on divertor plates are obtained by
tracing field lines by the mappings (31), (38) and (39) using
the following procedure. We choose a set of field lines inside
plasma with coordinates (ϕ0, h0) at section s . The relative
poloidal flux h inside the plasma is negative, h < 0. We apply
the forward and backward mappings (31), (38) in the plasma
region until field lines cross the unperturbed separatrix, when
hk > 0. Then using the map (39) we find the coordinates
(ϕd, hd ) on the divertor plate.
3.4. The accuracy of the mappings
The iterative mapping given by equation (27) is obtained by
retaining the first term in an expansion series of the generating
function in powers of the small parameter µ = (ϕ)ν , where
ϕ = ϕk+1 − ϕk is a map step in the toroidal angle, and
ν  1 is a constant (see [26]). Therefore, the accuracy of this
mapping depends not only on the dimensionless perturbation
parameter, , but also on the mapping step ϕ. As was shown
in [26] the mapping with the step comparable with the period of
perturbation field, 2π/n, has the same accuracy as a standard
integrator of ordinary differential equations, for instance the
Runge–Kutta method, with the integration steps two or three
orders smaller. The desired accuracy of the mapping can be
controlled by the change of the mapping step ϕ.
The accuracy of the separatrix mapping (equations (31)
and (38)) is less studied than the one for the iterative mapping.
It is also obtained by retaining the first order term in the
expansion of the generating function in powers of , i.e. the
separatrix mapping is valid for small perturbation parameter,
  1. However, the step of the mapping is one poloidal
turn which corresponds to the large increment in the toroidal
angle, ϕ = 2πq(h). Therefore, this mapping is less
accurate than the iterative mapping. A comparison with
the standard numerical integration shows that the separatrix
mapping well reproduces the structure of the stochastic layer
near the separatrix, i.e. the positions of magnetic islands and
their sizes. Typically, the accuracy of the mapping is about
several per cent for the perturbation parameter  ∼ 10−2 (see,
also an example in [22]).
4. Three-wire model of the plasma
4.1. Model of equilibrium plasma
To demonstrate the described method of the separatrix mapping
we consider the simple model of the tokamak plasma. The
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Figure 5. Magnetic configuration of system. Parameters: B0 = 2 T,
R0 = 3 m, Ip ≡ I2 = 2 MA , I1 = 2 MA and I3 = 2.59 MA.
Coordinates of currents (R1, Z1) = (2.4,−2.77)m ,
(R2, Z2) = (3.1, 0.23)m and (R3, Z3) = (1.6, 3.7)m. The lower
X-point is located at (Xs, Zs) = (−0.4149,−1.5004)m.
model consists of three current loops (wires) located at Ri, Zi ,
(i = 1, 2, 3), carrying the currents I1, I2 and I3, respectively.
The second loop corresponds to the plasma current Ip. Such
a model of the plasma can describe a single-null and double-
null divertor tokamak plasma configuration near the separatrix
which do not significantly depend on the radial profiles of the
plasma current Ip. The example of closed and open magnetic
surfaces for this model in the absence of magnetic perturbations
is shown in figure 5 by dashed curves.
The vector potential Aϕ(R,Z) of each current loop is
given by (see [33])
Aϕ(R,Z) =
3∑
j=1
µoIj
πkj
√
R0
R
[(
1 − k
2
j
2
)
K(kj ) − E(kj )
]
,
(40)
where K(k) and E(k) are the complete elliptic integrals with
the module
k2j =
4R0R
(R + R0)2 + (Z − Zj)2 , j = 1, 2, 3.
For large aspect ratio tokamaks R0/a  1, |1 − k2|  1
and for the toroidal field Bϕ(R) = B0R0/R the unperturbed
Hamiltonian H0(z, pz) = −RAϕ(R,Z) /B0R20 up to constant
terms can be approximated by
H0(z, pz) = −R−10
3∑
j=1
Lj
(
ln
64
r2j
− 4
)
, (41)
where
r2j = (x − xj )2 + (z − zj )2,
xj = Rj/R0 − 1, zj = Zj/R0,
Lj = µoIj/4πB0, (j = 1, 2, 3).
(42)
The quantity Lj is the length scale.
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Figure 6. Safety factor q(ψ) profile versus toroidal flux ψ . The
value of ψ at the separatrix is ψa = 0.1.
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Figure 7. Schematic view of perturbation current loops in the
(ϕ, Z) plane.
The magnetic configuration of system and the safety
factor profile are shown in figures 5 and 6 for the following
parameters of the JET tokamak: a major radius R0 = 3 m,
a toroidal field at the magnetic axis B0 = 2 T. Magnetic
axis is located at the position of the second wire (R2, Z2) =
(3.1, 0.23)m with the plasma current Ip ≡ I2 = 2 MA. For
the positions of the first, (R1, Z1) = (2.4,−2.77)m, and third,
(R3, Z3) = (1.6, 3.7)m, coils and their currents I1 = 2 MA
and I3 = 2.59 MA are chosen with such values in order to have
a single-null divertor configuration with the lower X-point at
(Xs,Zs) = (−0.4149,−1.5004)m.
The parameter γ in the asymptotic formula (14) for the
safety factor q(h) has an order of γ ∼ 4LpR0/a2, where
Lp = µoIp/4πB0 is the length scale and a is the minor radius.
For the above mentioned plasma parameters its exact value is
0.441 74. The parameter Q found by fitting this formula with
the numerically calculated q(h) is equal to Q = 5389.63 for
h < 0 (or ψ < ψa) and Q = 4352.13 for h > 0 (ψ > ψa).
4.2. Magnetic perturbations
Suppose that magnetic perturbations are created by N pair of
loop coils with opposite flowing currents ±Ic. This is shown
schematically in figure 7. The horizontal coordinates of the
coils are located at the positions (Rc+, Zc+) and (Rc−, Zc−),
respectively. The coordinates (Rc±, Zc±) do not vary along
the toroidal angle ϕ. The magnetic field created by these
coils is mainly determined by the toroidal component of
the vector potential A(per)ϕ and is given by an equation such
as equation (40). Then for the large aspect ratio case the
perturbation the HamitonianH1(z, pz, ϕ) can be approximated
by the Hamiltonian
H1(z, pz, ϕ) = Lc(ϕ)R−10 (ln r2c+ − ln r2c−), (43)
where Lc(ϕ) = µoIc(ϕ)/4πB0 and
r2c± = (x − xc±)2 + (z − zc±))2.
In equation (43) the toroidal component of the current Ic(ϕ) is
periodically changing along the toroidal angle ϕ. We present
Ic(ϕ) by the following discontinuous function of ϕ:
Ic(ϕ) = (−1)kIc, for (π/N)k < ϕ < (π/N)(k + 1),
k = 0, . . . , 2N − 1.
(44)
where 2N is the number of current loops. It can be expanded
into a Fourier series
Ic(ϕ) = 4Ic
π
∞∑
p=0
sin[(2p + 1)Nϕ]
2p + 1
. (45)
Then the perturbation Hamiltonian is reduced to
H1(z, pz, ϕ) = 
∞∑
p=0
1
2p + 1
HN(z, pz) sin[(2p + 1)Nϕ],
HN(z, pz) = 4Lp
πR0
(ln r2c+ − ln r2c−).
(46)
The perturbation parameter  is defined as  = Ic/Ip.
Furthermore, we retain in the perturbing Hamiltonian (46)
only the first term p = 0, since, as we will see later, this
term gives the main effect of the magnetic perturbation since
the contribution from higher toroidal modes n = (2p + 1)N ,
(p = 0), exponentially decreases with increasing n (see
figure 11).
The spectrum of modes Hmn(ψ) at different rational
magnetic surfaces is shown in figure 8(a). Figure 8(b) shows
the dependence of several modes Hm(ψ) on the toroidal flux
coordinate ψ (normalized to the maximum flux ψa = 0.1).
The dependencies of the Melnikov type integrals, Kn(h),
Ln(h) (see equation (35)) on the relative poloidal flux, h, for
the toroidal mode n = 4 are shown in figure 9. The plot of
the module, |Rn(h)|, and the phase, χn(h), of the complex
Melnikov type integral, Rn(h) = Kn(h) + iLn(h), versus h is
given in figure 10.
The strength of perturbation in the mappings (31), (38)
is determined by the module of integrals Kn(h), Ln, i.e.
Rn(h) =
√
K2n(h) + L
2
n(h). The dependence of this quantity
at the value h = 0 on the toroidal mode number n is presented
in figure 11. As seen from the figure the effect of the
perturbation exponentially decreases with an increase in the
toroidal mode n.
One can show that at the resonant value of h = hmn, i.e.
q(hmn) = m/n, the integral Rn(h) is related to the spectral
components Hmn(h),
Hmn(hmn) = 12πq(hmn)R
∗
n(hmn) =
n
2πm
R∗n(hmn). (47)
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Figure 8. (a) Spectrum of magnetic perturbations |Hmn(ψ)|, at the several rational magnetic surfaces: curve 1 corresponds to q = 3,
curve 2—q = 4, curve 3—q = 5 and curve 4—q = 6. (b) Dependence of mode components |Hmn(ψ)| on the normalized toroidal flux
ψ/ψa for the several poloidal mode numbers m. The toroidal mode n = 4 is fixed.
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Figure 9. Dependences of the Melnikov type integrals Kn(h) (curve 1) and Ln(h) (curve 2) on the relative poloidal flux h. Curves 3 and 4
correspond to the regular parts of these integrals K(reg)n (h) and L(reg)n (h), respectively. The toroidal mode number n = 4.
Moreover, at the resonant value of h the integral Rn(h)
is determined only by its regular part R(reg)n (h) since the
oscillatory part R(osc)n (h) has zeros at h = hmn.
The relation (47) allows one to express equation (24) for
the Chirikov criteria of overlapping resonances in the case of
perturbation with a single toroidal mode n through only one
function R(reg)n (h):
σ(h) = 4n
2
π2
|R(reg)n (h)|
γ |h|  1. (48)
equation (48) can be used for the qualitative estimation of the
boundary of the stochastic layer hc for the small values of
perturbation   1. Since R(reg)n (h) ≈ R(reg)n (0) we have
|hc| ∼ 4n
2
π2
|R(reg)n (0)|
γ
. (49)
This estimation for the boundary of the stochastic layer
coincides with the one obtained in [19] using the stretching
condition of an infinitesimal phase interval (see [34]).
From equation (49) and figure 11 it follows that the
width of the stochastic layer hc has the following dependence
of n: |hc| ∼ n2 exp(−An) where A ≈ 1.1 is a constant
independent of n. The maximum width hc is achieved at
n = nm = 2/A ≈ 2, hc decreases with increasing the toroidal
mode number n > nm. The value of hc also strongly depends
on the safety factor profile, q, through the parameter γ which,
according to (14), determines the asymptotics of the q-profile
near the separatrix. And finally, hc, grows linearly with the
perturbation amplitude .
4.3. The structure of the stochastic layer
First we describe the structure of the stochastic layer near the
magnetic separatrix obtained using the iterative mapping (27).
Consider the two kinds of Poincare´ sections of field lines.
The first one is a mapping of field lines to the polidal section
ϕ = constant after each full toroidal turn. The second one is to
map the field lines to the plane parallel to the toroidal direction
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Figure 11. Module Rn(0) =
√
K2n(0) + L2n(0) of the Melnikov type
integrals at the separatrix h = 0 versus the toroidal mode number n.
after one full poloidal turn. The schematic view of the mapping
of field lines to this kind of section is shown in figure 12.
We map the field lines to the plane (ϕ,X = R0ξ ) (ξ > 0),
where the coordinate X coincides with the upper branch
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Figure 12. Scheme of mapping of field lines to the section s and
to the divertor plates.
of the section s . Poincare´ sections presented below are
obtained by iterating mapping (27) along the positive direction
of the toroidal angle ϕ. One can also construct Poincare´
sections by iterating the mapping in the negative direction of ϕ.
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Figure 13. Poincare´ section of field lines in the poloidal plane ϕ = 0: (a) near the X-point and (b) in the (ϑ,ψ/ψa) plane. Perturbation
current Ic = 100 kA ( = Ic/Ip = 0.05).
Figure 14. The same as in figure 13 but in the plane (ϕ,X = R0ξ
(ξ > 0). In the plot the coordinate X is replaced by the normalized
toroidal flux ψ/ψa .
Poincare´ sections obtained in both the cases coincide except
at the very edge of the plasma near the separatrix where field
lines leave the plasma region. Field lines are terminated when
they leave the plasma region.
In figure 13(a) shows the Poincare´ section of field lines
near the X-point in the real coordinate plane (R,Z, ϕ = 0),
and (b) shows a similar plot in the intrinsic coordinate plane
(ϑ,ψ/ψa, ϕ = 0). The Poincare´ section in the (ϕ,X = R0ξ )
plane is shown in figure 14 where the normalized toroidal flux,
ψ/ψa , is used instead of the coordinate X.
As seen from figures 13(b) and 14 for the perturbation
current Ic = 100 kA the stochastic layer near the separatrix
covers the sufficiently large area ψb < ψ < ψa where the
lower boundary ψb is approximately equal to 0.73 ψa , i.e.
the stochastic layer is about 27% of the total toroidal flux.
The details of the stochastic layer can be seen more clearly
from the Poincare´ section in the (ϕ,ψ) plane. It is not
uniformly chaotic: there are islands of stable motion, the so-
called KAM (Kolmogorov–Arnold–Moser)-stability islands,
embedded into the chaotic sea. They are remnants of islands
on the resonant magnetic surfaces. Open chaotic field lines
connecting the divertor plates may have very long connection
lengths due to the trapping in these islands. The sizes of these
islands decrease when approaching the separatrix. At the area
very close to the separatrix there are four stripes along with field
lines leaving the plasma region. This structure is clearly seen
in figure 14. The direction of stripes in the Poincare´ sections is
determined by the iteration direction of the mapping. Figure 14
describes when field lines are iterated in the positive direction
of ϕ. The direction of stripes changes to the opposite if field
lines are run in the negative direction of ϕ.
The fine structure of the stochastic layer in the area close
to the separatrix and stripes can be revealed by plotting the
so-called laminar plot. It is known that chaotic field lines
in poloidal divertor tokamaks similar to the ones in ergodic
divertor tokamaks can be considered as a chaotic scattering
system [18,19,31] (see [35–37] on chaotic scattering systems).
In such systems an orbit may enter the system and leave it in one
of several ways. The space of initial conditions corresponding
to the different exit ways is separated by a boundary which
may be fractal (see [38]).
Open field lines in poloidal tokamaks can be classified by a
number of poloidal turns, Np, necessary to connect the left and
right divertor plates (see figure 12). The set of initial conditions
for which field lines have a particular value Np is referred to
as the basin. The fine structure of the stochastic layer can be
seen on contour plots of basin boundaries with numbers Np.
These plots are referred to as laminar plots. The separatrix
mapping (38) is a most computationally effective tool for
calculating Np. One step of the separatrix map corresponds
to the one in the poloidal turn. It runs almost three orders faster
than the iterative mapping. The laminar plot is obtained using
the same procedure as in [31]: a field line with a particular
initial coordinate (ϕi, hi) on the (ϕ, h)-plane is traced by the
forward and backward separatrix maps (38) along the positive
and the negative directions of the toroidal angleϕ, respectively,
until it reaches the divertor plates. The complete number of
map iterations gives the number of poloidal turns, Np, since a
field line makes a full poloidal turn after each map iteration.
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Figure 15. (a) Basin boundary structure of Np on the (ϕ, h) plane
(h < 0) of section s . (b) Toroidal dependence of Np in the region
54◦ < ϕ < 108◦ along line h = −1 × 10−4 which corresponds to
X = 0.0595 m. The bottom value of h = −2 × 10−4 corresponds to
ψ = 0.9872ψa .
The basin boundary structure of Np in the (ϕ, h)-plane
lying on the upper branch of sections is shown in figure 15(a).
The values of the parameters chosen are the same as in the
Poincare´ section of field lines in figure 14. The lowest colour
bar corresponds to the basins with the smallest number of
Np = 2, and the highest one corresponds to the basins with
Np  8. The latter basins are not resolved. Fine details
of these basin boundaries are seen in figure 15(b) where the
toroidal dependence ofNp along the straight lineh = −10−4 m
is shown. This line corresponds to X = 0.0595 m. (The value
h = −2 × 10−4 corresponds to ψ = 0.9872ψa .)
The structure of basin boundaries is similar to the
corresponding structure in ergodic divertor tokamaks (see [31].
The regions with small connection numbers, Np = 2, 3, 4
cover relatively large areas. The boundaries of basins with
higher numbers Np have a layered fractal structure.
4.4. Structure of magnetic footprints
The pattern of the crossing points of field lines with the divertor
plates is known as magnetic footprints. The latter determine
heat and particle deposition patterns on the divertor plates
since electrons and ions predominantly follow the magnetic
Figure 16. Magnetic footprints on the left divertor plate. The
plasma and perturbation parameters are the same as in figure 13 and
Xd = 0.2 m.
field lines. This fact has been confirmed in many experimental
observations performed in the DED-TEXTOR [39, 40].
In order to obtain the magnetic footprints on the divertor
plates of poloidal tokamaks we used the following procedure.
For simplicity we have supposed the simple geometry of
divertor plates shown in figure 12. They consist of two
segments parallel to the η-axis and located at distance Xd . The
two branches of the unperturbed separatrix cross the divertor
plates at R = Rs . We have taken a set of field lines with initial
coordinates (ϕ0, h0), (h0 < 0), on the (ϕ, Z)-plane located in
the stochastic layer of the plasma region. In order to obtain
magnetic footprints on the left divertor plate field lines were
traced using the forward separatrix map (38) until hk > 0,
i.e. the field lines intersect the left branch of the section s .
Then the field line with (ϕk, hk) is mapped to the divertor plane
using mapping (39). In the latter mapping the increment of the
toroidal angle, ϕ, for the geometry of the divertor plates
shown in figure 12 is determined by (15), where ξ = Xd/R0.
The radial coordinate R of the footprint can be found using
the relation (13) between the relative poloidal flux, hd , and
the unperturbed Hamiltonian, i.e. f (Rd) ≡ H0(zd, pz(Rd))−
H0(zs, ps) = hd , where pz(R) = ln(R/R0) ≈ (R − R0)/R0.
If the divertor plates are close to the X-point then according to
(11) we have Rd = R0 −
√
2hdR20/γ + X2d . A set of crossing
points, (ϕd, hd ), on the divertor plate gives the magnetic
footprint.
The magnetic footprint on the left divertor plate
corresponding to the stochastic layer in figures 13 and 14 is
shown in figure 16. The distance Xd is taken equal to 0.2 m.
It consists of four clusters corresponding to the toroidal mode
numbern = 4. A fine structure of the cluster shown in figure 17
represents the structure of boundaries of basins corresponding
to the field lines with the different poloidal numbers Np:
(a) shows the contour plot of Np in the (ϕ, R) plane; (b) the
same but the (X, Y ) = ((R −Rs) cosϕ, (R −Rs) sin ϕ) plane
and (c) describes a toroidal dependence ofNp along the straight
line R = R0 −0.583 m on the left divertor plate. As seen from
figure 17 each cluster has a generic spiral-like structure with
spirals corresponding to the different Np.
The white area on the divertor plate in figure 16 and
the area with Np = 1 in figure 17 correspond to field lines
connecting the divertor plates without entering the plasma
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Figure 17. Basin boundary structure of Np on the divertor plate: (a) in the (ϕ, R) plane; (b) in the (X, Y ) = ((R − Rs) cosϕ,
(R − Rs) sin ϕ) plane and (c) expanded view of the structure along the straight line R = R0 − 0.583 m covering the interval, [0◦, 43.2◦], of
the toroidal angle ϕ.
region. The areas with Np  2 correspond to field lines
entering the plasma region. The radius of spirals presented
in figures 16 and 17(a) and (b) is about 1.2 cm, while the
gyroradii of thermal electrons and ions are ρe ≈ 10−3 cm
and ρi ≈ 10−1 cm (for electron and ion temperatures Te =
Ti = 100 eV and the toroidal field Bt = 2 T). Therefore, the
heat deposition pattern will be close to magnetic footprints.
However, the cross-field diffusion of particles sweeps out the
fine structure of magnetic footprints and broadens the spirals.
4.5. Diffusion of field lines in the stochastic layer
In general the global transport of field lines in the stochastic
layer formed near the separatrix cannot be described as a pure
diffusive process (see, e.g. [41]). It is because the stochastic
layer is not fully chaotic, and it consists of the structured KAM
stability islands where field lines can be trapped. Nevertheless
in the regions of the stochastic layer with highly developed
chaos one can locally describe the behaviour of field lines
as a diffusion process. The corresponding local diffusion
coefficients of field lines can be qualitatively determined in
the quasilinear approximation. In this approximation the
diffusion coefficient of the Hamiltonian system (19)–(21) is
given by [23]
Dψ(h) = 〈(ψ)
2〉
2ϕ
= π2
∑
m
|mHmn(ψ)|2δ
(
m
q(ψ)
− n
)
.
(50)
According to the relation (47) Dψ(h) can be expressed through
the single function Rn(h):
Dψ(h) = (4π)−12n2q(h)|R(reg)n (h)|2. (51)
Using the relations (7), (10) between the variables h,
ψ and the coordinate ξ = X/R0, one obtains X =
R0/[
√
2|λ1h|q(h)], ϕ ≈ l/R0, where l is the length
element of a field line. Then the diffusion coefficient of field
lines in the geometrical coordinates takes the form
DFL(h) = 〈(X)
2〉
2l
= R0
2|λ1h|q2 Dψ
= R0
2n2
8π |λ1h|q(h) |R
(reg)
n (h)|2. (52)
The dependence of the local diffusion coefficient, DFL(h),
on the noramalized toroidal flux ψ/ψa is plotted in figure 18.
The corresponding Poincare´ section of the stochastic layer was
shown in figure 13. For instance, the local diffusion coefficient
DFL = 2.25 × 10−6 m2 m−1 at ψ = 0.95ψa .
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Figure 18. Local diffusion coefficients DFL of field lines near the
separatrix. Parameters are the same as in figure 13.
5. Summary
In summary, we described two mapping methods to study
the stochastic field lines in poloidal divertor tokamak plasmas
affected by external non-axisymmetic magnetic perturbations.
The first mapping method is an iterative mapping of field
lines along the toroidal angle. It is based on the canonical
transformations of variables in the Hamiltonian equations of
field lines in the Boozer coordinates. The mapping has a
variable step along the toroidal angle, and its accuracy can
be controlled by changing the mapping step.
The second method, the separatrix mapping, which has
been applied to this problem is based on mapping of field lines
in a certain section near the X-point after one full poloidal
turn. It is a very effective tool to describe chaotic magnetic
field lines near the separatrix and to obtain straightforwardly
the magnetic footprints on the divertor plates. The separatrix
map for arbitrary magnetic configuration has a generic form
determined by only a few coefficients. These coefficients can
be found from the equations of field lines, since one iteration
of the separatrix map is equal to one (or half) poloidal turn it
is almost by two–three orders faster than the direct numerical
integration of the equations of field lines.
In this work we investigated only the structure of the
magnetic field near the separatrix and on the divertor plates of
tokamaks in the presence of external magnetic perturbations.
The study of particle (electron and ion) motion in such
perturbation fields in real tokamaks would require taking into
account an electric field at the plasma edge. However, in order
to tackle this important problem one should consider a drift
motion of particles which is out of the scope of this paper.
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